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Minutes of the 10
th

 Meeting  

Food and Environmental Hygiene Committee 

Yau Tsim Mong District Council (2012-2015) 

 

 

Date :   26 September 2013 (Thursday) 

Time :  2:30 p.m. 

Venue :  Yau Tsim Mong District Council Conference Room 

4/F., Mong Kok Government Offices 

30 Luen Wan Street 

Mong Kok, Kowloon 
 

Present: 

 

Chairman 

Mr YEUNG Tsz-hei, Benny, MH  

 

Vice-chairman 

Mr CHAN Wai-keung 

 

District Council Members 

Mr CHUNG Kong-mo, JP  Mr IP Ngo-tung, Chris 

Ms KO Po-ling, BBS, MH, JP  Ms KWAN Sau-ling  

Mr CHAN Siu-tong, MH  Mr LAU Pak-kei  

Mr CHONG Wing-charn, Francis The Honourable TO Kun-sun, James 

Mr CHOW Chun-fai, BBS, JP Mr WONG Chung, John  

Mr HAU Wing-cheong, BBS, MH  Mr WONG Kin-san  

Mr HUI Tak-leung Ms WONG Shu-ming 

Mr HUNG Chiu-wah, Derek  

 

Co-opted Members 

Ms LAM Wai-lung Mr HO Siu-tak 

Mr CHOI Vai-hung Mr LUI Wing-kong, Vincent 

 

Representatives of the Government 

Mr LI Ka-kei District Environmental Hygiene 

Superintendent (Mong Kok) 

Food and Environmental 

Hygiene Department 

Mr WONG Kam-wah District Environmental Hygiene 

Superintendent (Yau Tsim)  

Food and Environmental 

Hygiene Department 

Mr LUK Kwok-po Chief Estate Officer/Kowloon Lands Department 

Mr LAI Ka-yin Deputy District Leisure Manager (Yau 

Tsim Mong)  

Leisure and Cultural 

Services Department 

Mr YEUNG Chuen-

ching, Francis 

Senior Environmental Protection Officer 

(Regional East) 1 

Environmental Protection 

Department 

Mr TSANG Man-shing Police Community Relations Officer 

(Yau Tsim District) 

Hong Kong Police Force 

Ms CHAN Mei-shi Task Force Sub-unit Commander (2) 

(Mong Kok District) 

Hong Kong Police Force 

Mr LEE Sai-lok Station Sergeant (Mong Kok District) Hong Kong Police Force 
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Ms LIU Suk-wa,  

Connie 

Senior Executive Officer (District 

Management), Yau Tsim Mong 

District Office 

Home Affairs Department 

   

In Attendance: 

 

Mr WONG Kwok-bun, 

Christopher 

Deputy Secretary for Food and Health 

(Food) 1 

Food and Health Bureau 

Mr FAN Yung-kai Assistant Director (Operations) 2 Food and Environmental 

Hygiene Department 

Mr CHOI Sio-veng, 

David 

Principal Executive Officer (Staff 

Management and Discipline) 

Food and Environmental 

Hygiene Department 

Mr TANG Man-fung, 

Matthew 

Government Transport Manager Food and Environmental 

Hygiene Department 

Mr CHAN Wai-tak Senior Engineer/Kowloon District West Transport Department 

Mr KEUNG Pui-yun, 

Colin 

Senior Environmental Protection Officer 

(Metro Assessment) 2 

Environmental Protection 

Department 

Mr YIP Chi-kwai, Tom Senior Town Planner/Yau Tsim Mong Planning Department 

Mr LUK Tong-yiu Senior Project Manager 335 Architectural Services 

Department 

Ms HO Siu-ping, Betty, 

JP 

District Officer (Yau Tsim Mong) Home Affairs Department 

Ms Clara PANG Director P&T Architects and 

Engineers Limited 

Mr Jess YEUNG Associate P&T Architects and 

Engineers Limited 

Mr Clifford CHOW Associate Director URS Hong Kong Limited 

Mr Thomas WONG Senior Environmental Engineer URS Hong Kong Limited 

   

Secretary 

Miss FUNG Hoi-ha, 

Martha 

Executive Officer (District Council)3,  

  Yau Tsim Mong District Office 

Home Affairs Department 

 

 

Executive Officer (District Council) 3 

Yau Tsim Mong District Office 

 

Home Affairs Department 

 

Absent: 

 

Mr CHOI Siu-fung, Benjamin District Council Member  

Mr Wong Man-sing, Barry, MH  District Council Member 

Mr SHUM Chu-wah Co-opted Member 

Ms CHENG So-ngor Co-opted Member 

Mr JO Chun-wah Co-opted Member 

Mr MOK Yuk-kwong Co-opted Member 

 

 

Opening Remarks 

 

 The Chairman welcomed all to the meeting.  He reported as follows:  

 

(i) Mr Mohammad Munir KHAN, Police Community Relations Officer 

(Yau Tsim) of the Hong Kong Police Force (“HKPF”), was absent due 

to other commitments. Mr TSANG Man-shing, Police Community 
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Relations Officer (Yau Tsim District) attended the meeting on behalf of 

him; and  

 

(ii) Mr Benjamin CHOI, District Council (“DC”) Member; and Ms 

CHENG So-ngor and Mr MOK Yuk-kwong, co-opted members, were 

absent due to other commitments. 

 

(Mr Derek HUNG joined the meeting at 2:35 p.m.)  

 

(Mr CHOW Chun-fai joined the meeting at 2:36 p.m.) 

 

Item 1: Confirmation of Minutes of 9
th

 FEHC Meeting 

 

2. Minutes of the last meeting were confirmed as the Secretariat had not 

received any proposal of amendment since the distribution of the draft minutes of the 

9
th

 meeting. 

  

(Mr CHAN Siu-tong and Ms WONG Shu-ming joined the meeting at 2:37 p.m.) 

  

(Mr LAU Pak-kei joined the meeting at 2:38 p.m.) 

 

Item 2: Relocation of Sai Yee Street Environmental Hygiene Offices-cum-

Vehicle Depot of Food and Environmental Hygiene Department 

(“FEHD”)  

(YTMFEHC Paper No. 34/2013) 

 
3. The Chairman introduced the following representatives to join the discussion:   

 

(i) Mr Christopher WONG, Deputy Secretary for Food and Health (Food) 

1 of the Food and Health Bureau (“FHB”); 

(ii) Mr FAN Yung-kai, Assistant Director (Operations) 2; Mr David CHOI, 

Principal Executive Officer (Staff Management and Discipline) and Mr 

Matthew TANG, Government Transport Manager, of the FEHD;  

(iii) Mr CHAN Wai-tak, Senior Engineer/Kowloon District West, of the 

Transport Department; 

(iv) Mr Colin KEUNG, Senior Environmental Protection Officer (Metro 

Assessment) 2 of the Environmental Protection Department (“EPD”); 

(v) Mr TOM Yip, Senior Town Planner/Yau Tsim Mong, of the Planning 

Department; 

(vi) Mr LUK Tong-yiu, Senior Project Manager 335 of the Architectural 

Services Department; 

(vii) Ms Betty Ho, District Officer (Yau Tsim Mong); 

(viii) Ms Clara Pang, Director, and Mr Jess YEUNG, Associate, of the P&T 

Architects and Engineers Limited; 

(ix) Mr Clifford CHOW, Associate Director, and Mr Thomas WONG, 

Senior Environmental Engineer, of the URS Hong Kong Limited. 

 

(Mr Francis CHONG and Mr CHOI Vai-hung joined the meeting at 2:45 p.m.) 
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4. Mr Christopher WONG indicated that having regard to the opinions of the 

Yau Tsim Mong District Council and the results of previous district consultations, the 

FEHD had revised the relocation scheme of Sai Yee Street Vehicle Depot (“the 

relocation scheme”) to conduct an environmental assessment for the Yen Ming Road 

site and to amend the routes of FEHD vehicles. 

 

5. Mr FAN Yung-kai and Mr Matthew TANG briefly introduced the paper. 

 

(The Hon James TO joined the meeting at 2:50 p.m.) 

 

(Ms KO Po-ling joined the meeting at 2:54 p.m.) 

 

6. The Hon James TO indicated that the revised relocation scheme had seen 

some improvements.  The Yen Ming Road site was located on a prime lot and should 

be reserved for other purposes to benefit the residents in the district.  He hoped the 

FEHD would consider identifying another site and he proposed the section between 

Tat Yeung Road and Tat Mei Road in Kwai Chung as the new site.  He considered 

that the vehicle depot could be located at a more remote area.  It would be acceptable 

as long as the site was close to primary distributor roads to mitigate  the impact of the 

movement of heavy vehicles on the residents nearby.  Moreover, he proposed the 

FEHD to consider separately relocating the Environmental Hygiene Offices and 

vehicle depot so that the vehicle depot could be relocated to a more remote area. 

 

(Mr CHAN Wai-keung left the meeting at 3:10 p.m.) 

 

7.  Ms KO Po-ling agreed that there was improvement on the route after 

amendment but she was concerned about the impact of the scheme on the schools near 

Yen Ming Road.  She hoped that the FEHD could consider another site.  Moreover, 

she asked the FEHD why refuse collection vehicles (“RCVs”) had to undergo 

washing again in the depot as they had already undergone washing in the refuse 

transfer station. 

 

(Mr Chris IP joined the meeting at 3:13 p.m.) 

 

8. Mr John WONG relayed residents’ worries about the proposed site at Yen 

Ming Road.  He therefore suggested Members should make reference to the results of 

district consultations before stating their position on the relocation scheme.  He would 

like to know the impact of the relocation scheme on the two schools near the proposed 

site and their stance on the scheme. 

 

9. The Chairman said that at the present stage, Members did not need to vote on 

the item.  After soliciting views from Members, the FEHD would amend the scheme 

and consult the Food and Environmental Hygiene Committee (“FEHC”) in due course. 

 

10. Mr LAU Pak-kei requested the FEHD to undertake not to amend the 

proposed vehicle routes in future.  He would like to know whether the FEHD would 

adjust the proposed vehicular traffic flow (with approximately 37 vehicles per hour 

during peak hours).  In addition, he asked about the impact of the relocation scheme 

on major housing estates near Yen Ming Road and whether the FEHD would consult 

residents of housing estates on the scheme. 
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(Mr HAU Wing-cheong joined the meeting at 3:21 p.m.) 

 

11. Mr CHOW Chun-fai opined that the FEHC should take the overall 

development of the Yau Tsim Mong District into consideration.  He pointed out that 

the relocation could ease the traffic congestion of the area and release the site at Sai 

Yee Street for construction of facilities to benefit residents in the district. 

 

12. Mr CHUNG Kong-mo would like to know whether the proposed vehicle 

routes would pass by Hoi Fang Road.  He also asked about the operation mode, office 

hours and types of vehicles allowed on the new Offices-cum-Vehicle Depot in future.  

In addition, he was concerned about the hygienic condition of vehicles entering or 

leaving the depot.  He asked whether such vehicles were equipped with adequate 

deodorising and cleaning equipment.  Moreover, he asked the FEHD to examine 

whether there were other more suitable sites, and would like to know whether a 

comprehensive and in-depth district consultation had been conducted on the scheme. 

 

13. Mr HAU Wing-cheong said that the proposed vehicle routes did not pass 

through residential areas and this was a significant improvement.  He understood that 

the relocation scheme would affect the residential areas and schools near the proposed 

site.  However, in the light of the overall development of the district, he opined that 

the scheme was still worthy of support. 

 

14. Mr WONG Kin-san said that according to the timetable of the scheme, the 

demolition of the Environmental Hygiene Offices-cum-Vehicle Depot at Sai Yee 

Street would only be completed in 2018.  He opined that the FEHD should expedite 

the relocation scheme and take forward short-term proposals to alleviate 

environmental hygiene problems in the area caused by the existing depot at Sai Yee 

Street.  Moreover, he asked whether the FEHD had any back-up sites and hoped that 

the department would solicit views from residents at Sai Yee Street when conducting 

district consultations. 

 

15. Mr HUI Tak-leung hoped that the FEHD could respond whether the site at 

Yen Ming Road was the only suitable site.  If there were no other options, he opined 

that the FEHD should strive to overcome the inadequacies of the existing scheme so 

as to gain public support. 

 

16. Mr Chris IP said that the two schools near Yen Ming Road were concerned 

about the large number of FEHD heavy vehicles entering or leaving the depot as they 

might further overload the traffic in the vicinity and thereby pose a threat to student 

safety.  He also asked whether the FEHD would improve the traffic arrangement near 

Nam Cheong MTR Station and hoped to obtain concrete data of the district 

consultations. 

 

17. Ms WONG Shu-ming requested the FEHD to specify the timetable for the 

relocation scheme and asked the department to examine the proposal of relocating the 

offices and depot to separate sites. 

 

18. Mr Christopher WONG responded that no other sites that were more 

appropriate than the site at Yen Ming Road could be identified so far.  If Members 
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had any suggestions of alternative sites, they could notify the FEHD for examination.  

He added that the relocation scheme had to go through such procedures as district 

consultations and DC consultations.  According to the timetable of the FEHD, the 

Offices-cum-Vehicle Depot at Sai Yee Street would be relocated in 2017 and the site 

could be released for other uses in 2018. 

 
19. Mr FAN Yung-kai responded as follows: 

 

(i) RCVs of the FEHD were fitted with rear covers and installed with 

automatic deodorising and cleaning spray systems.  There was also a 

waste water sump tank installed at the bottom of the cargo 

compartment. 

(ii) The new vehicle depot would be primarily in operation from 6:30 a.m. 

to 11 p.m.  Vehicles would only be mobilised to handle unexpected 

situations outside the period and the mobilisation rate was as low as 

one to two vehicles per night. 

(iii) After unloading refuse at the refuse transfer station, RCVs would 

undergo the first washing.  After returning to the depot, they would 

undergo the second washing to ensure a hygienic condition when they 

were mobilised the next day. 

(iv) No further changes would be made to the route currently proposed. 

(v) The FEHD had held meetings with the schools concerned to listen to 

their views on the relocation scheme and explain to them the details of 

the scheme, such as the time of entry and exit of vehicles and the 

vehicular flow etc.  The schools requested the department to improve 

crossing facilities for students, e.g. by constructing pedestrian subways 

or footbridges to protect the safety of students.  The FEHD would relay 

the requests of schools to relevant departments for consideration.  The 

department would also meet with residents near the site to heed their 

views on the relocation scheme. 

(vi) If the offices and the vehicle depot were relocated separately, another 

site had to be identified.  This option was difficult to implement due to 

the tight supply of land resources at present. 

 

20. Mr Matthew TANG responded that the estimated number of vehicles 

entering or leaving the new vehicle depot was around 320 per day, with 

approximately 37 per hour during the peak hours at 6:30 a.m. to 7:30 a.m.  He further 

said that RCVs and street washing vehicles would leave the depot before 7:15 a.m. 

and general purpose vehicles (goods vehicles, vans and light buses) would leave 

before 7:30 a.m. while schools near the selected site started at 8:15 a.m. to 8:20 a.m.  

Therefore, vehicles leaving in the morning would not have any impact on the daily 

operation of schools nearby.  Moreover, only a few vehicles would return to the depot 

during daytime and thus the vehicles of the FEHD would have little impact on the 

schools and residents near the selected site. 

 

21. Mr Thomas WONG added that the environmental impact assessment (“EIA”) 

report of the relocation scheme was prepared according to the Environment Impact 

Assessment Study Brief and the technical memorandum of the EPD.  The EIA on the 

area within 300 metres of the selected site mainly focussed on the noise impact, while 

that on the area within 500 meters of the selected site mainly focussed on the air 
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quality (including suspended particulates and odour impact).  The findings of the EIA 

indicated that the impact of the vehicle depot on the environment nearby would be 

minimal and met the statutory requirement.  The EPD also opined that the EIA report 

complied with the technical requirement.  He further said that the EIA report had been 

made available on 17 September 2013 for public inspection.  Members of the public 

could access the EIA report from the webpage of Environmental Impact Assessment 

Ordinance of the EPD or at the seven designated locations (including the office of the 

EPD at Southorn Centre and the office of the Transport Section of the FEHD at Sai 

Yee Street).  The FEHD welcomed the public to make written submissions on the EIA 

report. 

 

22. Mr Christopher WONG replied that according to the outcome of the district 

consultation conducted earlier by the FEHD, some members of the public had 

reservation on the relocation scheme and the department had revised the scheme in 

response to public views. 

 

23. Mr FAN Yung-kai added that the FEHD had conducted a district 

consultation at the end of 2012 and received 2 000 replies in which most of them were 

in opposition to the relocation scheme.  Making reference to public views, the FEHD 

had revised the routes of vehicles and conducted environmental assessment on 

problems such as noise impact and sewage.  

 

24. Mr LAU Pak-kei was dissatisfied that the FEHD failed to provide detailed 

data of the EIA.  He opined that the FEHD should conduct another round of district 

consultation after the next revision of the relocation scheme and provide the 

consultation outcome to the FEHC for perusal. 

 

25. Mr Chris IP was worried that the relocation scheme could not gain support 

from residents living in the vicinity of the selected site.  He hoped that the FEHD 

could consider an alternative site. 

 

26. Ms KO Po-ling enquired the FEHD about the approach and targets of the 

district consultation conducted earlier.  She considered that the FEHD should enhance 

promotion and elaboration in the present round of district consultation and listen to 

public views seriously. 

 

27. The Hon James TO requested the FEHD again to consider relocating the 

vehicle depot to the section between Tat Yeung Road and Tat Mei Road in Kwai 

Chung. 

 

28. Mr Christopher WONG reiterated that Yen Ming Road was the most suitable 

site at the moment.  If Members had other proposals for the site, the FEHD would 

study the feasibility.  He continued to say that District Officer (Yau Tsim Mong) 

would assist the FEHD to conduct district consultations about the revised scheme and 

the FEHD would report the consultation outcome at the next meeting. 

 

29. Ms LAM Wai-lung considered that DC members were more familiar with the 

local situation and their proposals for the site would facilitate the implementation of 

the relocation scheme. 
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30. Mr John WONG said the FEHD should make sure that residents and schools 

near the site had the basic right to know about the scope of EIA while conducting 

district consultations.  

 

31. Mr LAU Pak-kei considered that the EIA report failed to give a precise 

account of the assessment.  He requested the FEHD to state clearly the environmental 

impact of the relocation scheme on the vicinity.  He also requested the FEHD to 

provide EIA data, especially the environmental impact brought about by the 

relocation of vehicle depot at Yen Ming Road, on Harbour Green, West Kowloon 

Disciplined Services Quarters and Metro Harbour View which were farther away 

from the site.  He also hoped the FEHD would include the 14 locations listed in the 

existing EIA report in the coming round of district consultation.  

 

32. Mr HAU Wing-cheong hoped the FEHD could continue to solicit public 

support and speed up the implementation of the project. 

 

33. Mr Derek HUNG requested the FEHD to study the feasibility of other sites.  

He hoped Members could understand that the FEHD might not be able to do a 

comprehensive assessment within a short period of time as it had to consider various 

factors in the study of alternative sites. 

 

34. The Chairman indicated that if there were new sites available for 

consideration, the FEHD should be informed of the possibility of accommodating 

both the offices and vehicle depot.  If the FEHC agreed to consider the new sites, the 

FEHD should conduct a detailed assessment of the transport facilities, environmental 

impact and other factors of the new sites. 

 

35. Ms KWAN Sau-ling said that the FEHC could continue with discussion of 

the relocation scheme and indicate its stance only after making reference to the EIA 

report and the outcome of district consultations to be conducted.  Moreover, she 

hoped the FEHD could listen to the views of users of the two schools and West 

Kowloon Disciplined Services Quarters on the relocation scheme. 

 

36. Mr Christopher WONG responded that the FHB would provide detailed data 

of the EIA in writing and explain details of the district consultation to the FEHC in 

due course. 

 

(Post-meeting note: The FHB had submitted the supplementary information of the 

EIA figures (Annex 1) on 27 September 2013.  The Secretariat 

had sent the information to Members for perusal on 30 September 

2013.) 

 

37. There being no further comments, the Chairman closed the discussion on this 

item. 

 

Item 3: To Urge Departments to Follow Up on Construction Waste Problems 

in Tai Kok Tsui 

(YTMFEHC Paper No. 35/2013) 
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Item 4: Local Community Affected by Growing Problem of Illegal Dumping 

of Construction Waste 

(YTMFEHC Paper No. 36/2013) 

 

38. The Chairman said that as items 3 and 4 were both related to construction 

waste, he proposed that the two be discussed together.  There was no objection. 

 

39. The Chairman indicated that the four written responses concerning the two 

items (Annexes 2 to 5) of the FEHD, EPD and Highways Department had been faxed 

to Members for perusal before the meeting.  He then welcomed Mr LI Ka-kei, District 

Environmental Hygiene Superintendent (Mong Kok) and Mr WONG Kam-wah, 

District Environmental Hygiene Superintendent (Yau Tsim) of the FEHD, and Mr 

Francis YEUNG, Senior Environmental Protection Officer (Regional East) 1 of the 

EPD to join the discussion. 

 

40. Mr LAU Pak-kei said that there was serious problem of illegal dumping of 

construction waste in Tai Kok Tsui, especially in the vicinity of Lok Kwan Street and 

Wai On Street.  He urged the EPD to continue to monitor the problem and strengthen 

enforcement actions on various fronts.  

 

41. Mr John WONG reflected that the constant dumping of construction waste in 

quite a number of places in the district (such as rear lanes and Beech Street Sitting-out 

area etc.) was a matter of concern to residents in the vicinity.  He hoped that the 

relevant departments would act proactively to address the issue. 

 

42. Ms WONG Shu-ming indicated that as many works relating to Operation 

Building Bright were underway in the district, some unscrupulous contractors might 

dispose of construction waste on streets.  She appreciated the FEHD’s continuous 

effort to tackle the problem of illegal dumping of construction waste in the district.  

On the other hand, she opined that the EPD had not properly performed its duty as a 

law enforcing department and was also doubtful about the effectiveness of ambush 

operations conducted by the EPD.  She pointed out that there were two black spots 

within the district: the rear lane of Ying May Building opposite to Mong Kok Fire 

Station at Tong Mi Road, and the rubbish bin outside MOD595 at Reclamation Street.  

She hoped that the relevant departments could seriously follow up the matter. 

 

43. Mr LI Ka-kei said that the FEHD had always kept an eye on the situation of 

illegal dumping of construction waste.  However, as the FEHD was primarily 

responsible for street cleansing and household waste collection, there were no 

additional resources to handle the construction waste problem.  He said that the FEHD 

would deploy staff to take follow-up action and enhance prosecution against offenders 

regarding the two black spots. 

 

44. Mr Francis YEUNG responded that the EPD was very concerned about the 

problem regarding illegal dumping of construction waste.  It carried out ambush 

operations from time to time and initiated prosecutions against people who illegally 

dumped construction waste.  The EPD would deploy staff to inspect the black spots 

mentioned by Councillors and to step up enforcement actions.  He continued that the 

rear lane mentioned by Mr John WONG was located on private premises.  The EPD 

had advised the owners concerned to manage the rear lane and take appropriate 
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improvement measures.  He also said that there were maintenance works taking place 

in old buildings from time to time in the district.  The EPD staff would distribute 

promotional leaflets during their routine inspections to remind contractors to handle 

construction waste properly. 

 

45. Mr CHAN Siu-tong said that illegal dumping of construction waste was 

rampant in the district notwithstanding the Government’s publicity efforts in the 

proper handling of construction waste.  In this connection, he enquired the relevant 

departments about the number of prosecutions instituted in respect of illegal dumping 

of construction waste.  

 

46. Mr HUI Tak-leung indicated that illegal dumping construction waste was a 

long-standing problem in the district.  For example, in the vicinity of Ferry Street and 

Soy Street, there was always construction waste piling up on streets for a prolonged 

period of time.  He held that when enforcement actions taken were in vain, the 

relevant government departments should consider amending the law to eradicate such 

irregularities.  

 

47. Mr HAU Wing-cheong said that the problem of illegal dumping of 

construction waste in the district often originated from the works carried out in sub-

divided units of old buildings, such as Tai Kok Tsui Building and Hoi Hong Building 

etc.  It was difficult to root out the problem.  It was also not easy for government 

departments to institute prosecutions against offenders. 

 

48. Mr John WONG hoped that Members could proactively propose methods to 

resolve the problem.  He also appreciated the FEHD’s endeavour to tackle the 

problem. 

 

49. Ms KWAN Sau-ling said that the FEHD deserved credit for attaching great 

importance to the problem and taking prompt action.  She opined that the EPD should 

consider stepping up warnings against or imposing heavier fines on offenders.  In 

addition, it should introduce a demerit point system and tighten up conditions for 

licence renewal so as to create a deterrent effect on minor works contractors.  Besides, 

she suggested the EPD encourage members of the public to report cases relating to 

illegal dumping of construction waste. 

 

50. Ms WONG Shu-ming was dissatisfied with the EPD’s reply.  She had doubt 

about the effectiveness of the EPD’s enforcement actions as only 15 fixed penalty 

notices against the problem were issued in the previous year.  She opined that the 

EPD should strengthen ambush actions and establish hotlines for the public to report 

cases and lodge complaints. 

 

51. The Hon James TO said that with the current manpower, organisational 

structure and operation mode, it was difficult for the EPD to handle the problem of 

illegal dumping of construction waste effectively.  He opined that the only solution to 

the problem was organisational restructuring.  He proposed writing to the Office of 

The Ombudsman in the name of the FEHC to request the Ombudsman to proactively 

follow up the problem of illegal dumping of construction waste in the district. 
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52. Mr Francis YEUNG reiterated that the EPD was very concerned about the 

problem and conducted targeted ambush operations from time to time but the 

effectiveness of operations was unpredictable.   He said that the level of penalty was 

determined by the court.  It could be seen from recent cases that the penalty for illegal 

dumping of construction waste was relatively heavy.  It was believed that this could 

achieve some deterrent effects.  He said that the EPD would follow up the situation of 

black spots in the district.  Illegal dumping of construction waste in the district usually 

took place at night.  If members of the public wanted to report or complain about the 

issue concerned, they could contact the government hotline at 1823 or seek immediate 

assistance from the Police. 

 

(Post-meeting note: The EPD hotline operated from 8:30 a.m. to 6:30 p.m., Mondays 

to Fridays.  Voice mail service was provided during non-office 

hours.) 

 

53. Mr LI Ka-kei suggested that the EPD take the initiative to promote the proper 

handling of construction waste to contractors conducting works and obtain their 

personal information.  The information concerned might be helpful in the 

department’s future investigation and prosecution. 

 

54. Ms WONG Shu-ming opined that reporting non-compliant cases through the 

1823 government hotline was inefficient and ineffective.  She pointed out that the 

Police was not the department responsible for handling illegal dumping of 

construction waste and hoped the EPD could address the situation in the district 

squarely and follow up the problem proactively. 

 

55. Mr CHAN Siu-tong pointed out that the Operation Building Bright scheme 

usually involved large-scale maintenance works where illegal dumping of 

construction waste was less common.  Private maintenance works in commercial 

shops and domestic households were black spots and thus the department concerned 

should put the focus on those premises.  He also mentioned the consultation about 

waste charging and worried that the waste charging problem would be as difficult to 

tackle as the illegal dumping of construction waste. 

 

56. Mr HAU Wing-cheong reiterated that in most cases the problem of illegal 

dumping of construction waste was caused by works of subdivided flats and hoped the 

department concerned could take prosecution action to address the situation. 

 

57. Mr CHUNG Kong-mo said that it was not appropriate for the EPD to request 

the public to contact the 1823 government hotline or seek help from the Police.  As a 

law enforcing department, it should carry out prosecution work proactively.  He 

suggested the EPD work closely with the Buildings Department and request works 

companies to provide the details of contractors and the ways they handled 

construction waste.  He opined that the authorities should not issue and renew licence 

for contractors which had disposed of construction waste illegally to achieve deterrent 

effects. 

 

58. The Chairman hoped the department could respond to the aspiration of 

Members and continue to alleviate the problem of illegal dumping of construction 

waste in the Yau Tsim Mong District. 
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59. There being no further comments, the Chairman closed the discussion on this 

item. 

 

Item 5:  Any Other Business 

 

60. Mr Derek HUNG reflected that the problem of display of non-commercial 

banners was serious in the district.  For example, those banners could often be found 

in Canton Road and Haiphong Road in Tsim Sha Tsui in the evening.  He urged the 

FEHD to step up enforcement to combat this situation. 

 

61. Mr WONG Kam-wah responded that the FEHD would step up patrol at the 

locations concerned to improve the situation. 

 

62. There being no other business, the Chairman closed the meeting at 5:00 p.m.  

The next meeting would be held at 2:30 p.m. on 28 November 2013. 

 

 

 

Yau Tsim Mong District Council Secretariat 

October 2013 
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